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Major General C. P. Cabell 
“Director of Intelligence 
Headquarters USAF 
Washington 25, D. C. 


a“ 
Dear Pearre: 


I have run together below condensations of Banfillts report on the 
5 June mission and the DI, USAF, report on the same. I have also intro- 
duced a few additional bits of information we got together to help us 
evaluate it. 


“With reference to the Far East RB-45 sortie flown on 5 June as dis- 
cussed by us during my recent visit, the FEAF limited distribution report 
IR-80-51 has been reviewed. Based on this report plus supplemental in- 
formation the following factors bearing on the problem are stated: 


"a. The RB-45 crew was comparatively young and inexperienced with 
the pilot having flown 50 missions in the CBI in B-25s during World War 
II, co-pilot having had no previous combat experience, and navigator hav~ 
ing flown 37 missions in B-24s in the ETO during World War II. 


"by. Intercepting aircraft were not described at any time and appeared 
to have been identified as aircraft by the sightings of running or landing 
lights only. 


"e. No description or indication of the nearness of any flak bursts 
to the RB-45 is made except to state flak: was encountered below, below to 
right, level to right, level and even, below to left, below and behind. 


"de Wo damage of any sort was reportedly received by the RB-45 nor 
did the aircraft report any bouncing or turbulence as a result of flak 
bursts in the near vicinity of the RB-45. 


"ee What were reported as 4 enemy aircraft with navigation lights on 
in echelon formation flew to the rear and level to 1000 feet below, the 
RB-45 for from 25 to 30 minutes, maintaining the same relative formation 
behind the right wing during evasive action taken by the RB=45. At the 
same time what was reported (but not described) as another enemy aircraft 
with running lights on flew approximately 3000 to 4000 yards off the left 
wing of the RB-45 during this period. 
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"f, The crew reported intermittent flak (which observation was 
changed to probably cannon fire off the right wing and 50/100 feet 
behind the RB-45) during the 25 to 30 minute flight while being fol- 
lowed by the echeloned formation. This reported opposition was re~ 
ceived while RB-45 was flying from 39,600 to 41,000 feet under 100% 
power at 470 knots ground speed with oil pressure lost in the Number 4 
engine (the outboard right engine). 


"g. Additional observations reported as enemy aircraft were: 


on An undescribed aircraft with landing lights on, which did 

not illuminate the RB-45, was sighted near Sariwon below 
’ the RB-45. No distance below the RB=-45 was reported nor 
is there any indication the aircraft saw the RB-45. 

"(2) Just before the withdrawal turn what were identified by 
running lights as enemy aircraft were seen approaching on 
a collision course 25 to 30 nautical miles away. The nun- 
ber of aircraft so reported was not stated. 

"(3) Just prior to crossing the Yalu what was reported as an 
enemy aircraft with no lights on, but not further described, 
started an attack from 1000 feet above and passed under the 
left wing firing at a slow rate of fire from 400 yards. 
Fire was reported very inaccurate in that the RB-45 was 
missed by 250 yards. 


"h. There was no moon and no cloud cover from the aircraft to the 
ground with excellent visibility on the night in question. 


“i.e Searchlights were reported as having been sighted near Sariwon 
and south of Pyongyang which were said to have picked up aircraft when 
they first went on to Sariwon but on which no further details were re- 
ported. 


"3 No other source has indicated any kmowledge of the RB-45 sortie. " 


There is, therefore, ample reason to doubt that the enemy did in fact 
by defensive action attempt to prevent the successful conduct of the RB-45 
mission. This doubt is due to the incompleteness of the report, the rela~ 
tive combat inexperience of the RB-45 crew, the fact the mission was flown 
under excellent visibility conditions at night with psychological and ac- 
tual conditions which could easily create an erroneous evaluation of cer- 
tain incidents, a probable excessive torching of the RB-45 engines, and the 
fact that no damage was sustained by the RB-45. If in fact opposition as 
reported did occur, the results obtained and tactics used closely parallel 
current estimates that interception would depend on visual contact being 
made after interceptors had been vectored to the general target area of the 
intruding aircraft and that flak is not generally effective above 35,000 
feet. It would, however, tend to indicate a degree of night readiness not 
previously considered a fact unless advance information as to many of the 
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phases of the mission were made available to the enemy, which latter 
possibility was suggested by FEAF. 


As further evaluation of this mission, Headquarters USAF has pre=- 
pared a lengthy study of the FEAF report, one copy of which has been 
made available in very limited distribution to USAFE under D/I Hq USAF 
T.S. Control Number 2-20155.:° This evaluation assumed that FEAF had 
investigated all items, which affect statements in the Par Rast Air Forces 
report. The major conclusions of this evaluation are: 

‘f a. The enemy did not demonstrate a capability to deny completion of 
the mission as originally planned since the RB-45 was not shot down or 
damaged after interception. 


"b, There is believed to be no evidence which would be indicative of 
the use of AI radar; the fighter aircraft involved are believed to have 
been regular day fighter types, probably, but not conclusively, MIG-lds. 


"go. The enemy has the capability for limited employment of flak in 
the form of predicted barrages against high-speed aircraft at 40,000 feet. 
This suggests the strong possibility that the most important installations 
in the area are provided flak defenses consisting of Soviet personnel and 
equipment since this capability is considered beyond the Chinese Communist 
capability. 





"d. This incident does provide a clear indication of satisfactory com- 
munications and ground radar facilities for air defense purposes throughout 
the area involved, in turn resulting in good coordination between air and 
ground activity. 


"e. This incident further indicates the Communist effort being devoted 
to night flying training and shows an ability to effect interceptions under 
night visibility conditions. 


"f. Regardless of this one interception, it is not believed that the 
enemy has outstanding defensive capabilities. However, the fact that an 
interception was made on this single aircraft does indicate a potentiality 
in this respect. ¢/ 


Having included the above USAF resume, I hasten to add we do not concur 
in their evaluation. We here at SAC and Colonel Close, our SAC XRAY A-3 at 
Tokyo, believe the crew was seeing things. 


In the last couple days,.we have received reports of two later missions 
over the same area. Qne mission saw no sign of fighters and thought. they 
saw 6 flak bursts at one place and 5 at another. The second mission thought 
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they might have seen one or two aircraft throughout the whole journey. 
No attempted intercepts were reported. 


Sincerely yours, 






ES H, WALSH 
colonel, USAF 
Director of Intelligence 





